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NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE
ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
FOR
PRE-SOLICITATION NOTICE

Question: Please clarify the nunber of projects to be
listed in the project conpletion section?

Answer: No Limt

Question: Standard QC procedures. Can this be renoved
fromthe 50 page format and added as an appendi x?

Answer : See Anendnent 2.

Question: Are projects |limted to the past 5 years,
are they limted only to construction? Please note
that on sone firnms, any have at |east 100 projects.
We recomrend sone sort of selection criteria under
this section.

Answer: Yes, limt to 5 years. No, not limted to
construction.

Question: How many projects are allowed to be
subm tted under the past experience section?

Answer: O ferors judgenment nust be applied.

Question: W recommend to renove the summary of
project conpliance fromthe 50 page limtation and be
allowed to be submtted as an appendi x?

Answer: This question is not clear.

Question: Section 5.1.2.2 - Letters of

Recogni tion/ Awards only as they relate to projects
identified in the experience section. Further,
Section 5.1.2.3 does not require any limtation from
whom the cleint survey forns could be requested.
Shoul d the survey formon the projects be identified
in the experience section?

Answer: See Anendnent 3.
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Question: Section 5.2.1.9 states that safety
information is required for each of the contracts
stated in section 5.1.2.1. Should the requirenent be
in 5. 2.1 rather than 5.1.2.1? Note that section
5.1.2.1 addresses project profiles in a brief manner
as opposed to section 5.2.1 (experience of offerers
whi ch woul d describe the projects in detail)

Answer: No change required.

Question: Project photographs: Please clarify for
exanple: |If 4 pictures each with a 2 |line caption
woul d be consi dered a page?

Answer : No.

Question: The answer to Question 1 indicated that
contractors would be allowed to reconbine to form new
teans after prequalification. The answer to Question
16 indicated that two separately qualified prinmes
could forma new joint venture (a new |l egal entity
with no history or credentials) to respond to the
final RFP. In both of these cases, please explain how
the overall scoring would be handl ed since
prequalification scores are going to carry over to the
second round, and since information submtted during
pre-qualification would not be asked for again.
Allowing teans to reformafter prequalifying seens to
be a risky approach in ternms of maintaining the
fairness of the selection process.

Answer: Evaluation factors and criteria will be
provided in the RFP

Question: The answers to several questions indicated
that certain materials (letters of recognition
financial information, tables of contents of
procedures) should be submtted in an appendi x. The
appendi x is apparently not page limted. WIIl it be
scored? If yes, wll those scores also be carried
forward into the RFP phase of this procurenent?
Differing corporate processess for reporting financial
information (e.g., the different accounting practices
for subsidiaries of parent conpanies), for docunenting
awar ds/ recogni tions, and for maintaining corporate-

| evel procedures may nmake it extrenely difficult to
conpare and score these three itens.



53.

54.

Answer : Yes. Yes.

Question: Please advise the dates, tines and agendas
for the additional industry briefings to be held in
North Dakota and Al aska. It is understood that these
briefings are to maxim ze | ocal contractor
participation specifically for the NVD Program
(DACA87- NVD- 0001) for Tactical and Tactical Support
Facilities.

Answer : 09 Nov 99 for Al aska
POC. Tricia Davies, (907)753-2550

Spring 2000 for Omha
PCC. M ke M chael son, (402) 221-3227

Question: Copies of the pre-solicitation notice were
distributed at the Industry Forumin Septenber. |Is
there going to be an actual solicitation issued?
Were can | find it?

Answer: Yes. However an offeror nust first respond
to pre-solicitation notice.



